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Trial commenced on January 976, first witn who testified 
against WALSII was ROBER‘’ Sell IENLY, a defendant. He testified th: 
acting as bartender at the TIC TOC LOUNGE in Lynbrook, New York, on March 17th, 
1975. He testified that co-defendant WILLIAM J, JOYCE came into the bar and told 
him that he had taken the watches and had the packages fn a truck, (Tr, 82), DONALD 
WALSH entered later with JANET TERRI and was informed of JOYCE'S theft 


SCHOENLY, who knew WALSH was a n of JOYCE. WALSII said he knew of 


place where the watches could be stor ind SCHOENLY, purusant to WALSH'S instruc- 


tions, rented ; uck from Hub Truck Rental Compan 
PETER ARETTER, another co-def 


SH, tovethe: \ 


cartons and th Vrappings were lastic bags. ¢' 95-106), 
EDWARD J. B I } pel of another bar, testified 

approached by JOYCE to look ra stomer buy the watches stolen fro: 

Airport. BOYLE made inquiries an ien received a call from a Detective 


of the Port Authority Police who was acting undercover, BOYLE, JOYCE and WALSH, 


met the undercover detective passing as "JOE" at ua bar and JOYCE gave him a sample. 
Ls p } 


WALSH did not take part in the transaction, As a result, "JOE" agreed to buy the 


watches and BOYLE then called JAMES GRIMSLEY, a co-defendant, to arrange for 
delivery. The watches were delivered to Brooklyn and arrests followed, WALSI! being 
arrested later, (Tr 590-605), 

WALSII did not take the stand, He was convicted on both counts and 


nee of 4 years on Count 1, plus a fine of $5,000.00, and 5 


an additional 


concurrently, with a 


commi 
ruilty 


rovilf 
peuulat, 


circun 
with ir 
the t 
whi 
JOYCE had stok 
later on the same day is likewise uncontroverted, 
and THOMAS M. BURNS established the fact that WALSH had cu 
of the watches when they were moved to TERRI's house to the NII 
evidence showed clearly that the concealing of the watches by WALSH was done 
guilty knowledge, UNITED STATES v, BRAWER 482 Fed 2d 117 (2nd Circ, 197: 


The evidence of WALSH'S guilty knowledge met the strict standards of 


vy. TAYLOR 464 Fed 240 (2d Cir, 1972), and the jury was justified 


in returningg a conviction on Count 
As to the existence of the conspiracy, the testimony of SCHOENLY 
shows that after JOYCE had stolen the watches and removed them from the airport, 


WALSH then became active in the concealing of the stolen property and 


was then forme: 
the evider sho 
Rental Compan 


the \ 


helper: 
controverted 
The fact that WALSH did 


detective is of no imp 


sufficient if the con: 


in furtherance of it. UNITI DS TATE S\ 


There are no other questions of law whi 


WALSI!. The issues were questior offact which were re: agains t 


by the jury. 


There are no non-frivolous issues on which WALSH may appeal. 


CONCLUSION 


For the above stated reasons, there are no non-frivolous 
, 


the 


is SuUCS 


appellant 


which 


can be raised on appeal, Accordingly it ts respectfully requested that JOHN C., 


CORBETT be relleved as counsel on this appeal. 


Respectfully submitted, 


JOUN C, CORBI 


